rinauy, increasing tne nsK or arrest is apr lu u example, the Alcohol Safety Action Projects cost $88 million* not counting the costs of state and local enforcement, the eX-pense of treatment programs borne by those arrested, and the social costs of increased police surveillance. At the most these projects saved 563 lives, for an average minimum cost of $156, 000 per life saved. Many other traffic safety improvements have the potential to save lives more cost-effectively, according to the Department of Transportation, though they may not be able to save as many lives as increased enforcement of drunk driving laws.
Do Tougher Penalties Have an Effect?
There may be another way besides increased enforcement to keep people from driving while drunk. If the penalties imposed by courts and juries for drunk driving are severe, people may think twice about taking to the road when intoxicated. This alternative has the potential to be less costly than increased. police surveillance, except for the drunk drivers caught, arvd would also concentrate the burden of stricter laws on drunk drivers rather than on all drivers.
The prime example of harsh penalties for drunk driving is found in the Scandinavian countries. There a first DWI offense commonly results in imprisonment, fines of up to 10 percent of a person's after-tax income, or license suspensions exceeding one year. Anecdotal evidence indicates that these tough penalties are effective deterrents, but social science research lias been unable to uncover any hard proof.
Research has also shown that efforts to impose tougher penalties in America have not had much effect. In part, this seoms to be caused by people's belief that "it can't happen to me.' "After all," Reed observes, "those who currently drive dru.nl are not deterred by the small risk of a very severe penalty — accidental death."
Even when a drunk driver is brought to trial, judges, juries and even police and prosecutors are often reluctant to impose tough penalties on DWI offenders. "Many people in our socio t^
rif\ t-»rt*- •».;«. ___   j   •_ _•            f.         *   .    . .                   •/   i        L                                                ,l deter drunl-pn H™,;,^ —A _^j______u__,.__„ ,jtraditionally been used together as effectively as they could be. I do not knowr, except I ourooses of official use bv the United States government.ts sweetness
